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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

Examiner suggested clearifying the independent claim 1 and making the language more consistent with the 
independent claim 10 in order to demonstrate that both of the claims are patentably distinguishable from the art of 
record. In particular, examiner sauggested moving the recitation "component containing an overwritavle memory" from 
the preamble of the claim 1 into the limitations. Applicant's representative had agreed with examiner's suggestion.. 



